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’ up to its historic responsihilities.

Sih MOUKI A ORO DO Hn

t - In recent months, due to the barbarism of the Nixon ad-
’ ' " ministration’s terror bombing of Carnhodia, Americans are again
o ) . . "awakening tq the true face of the “Nixcnldoctrinc" w‘nic.h is Ljeing

8}1& C\W?@m‘-i & defeated b5f the regxsmnce of the Cambodian pepp}e. Th@r natlonz‘\l

- eador, Prince Sihanouk, recently made a jcurney across his

° .0 . country during a perivd of some of the heaviest U.S. bombings. His

‘@V&f WL La trip also effecctively demonsirated the bread uaity of the people’s

resistance movement in Cambedia and their government both of
- : ?,,, Py @7{ A ‘ which are headed by Sinanouk, despite C1A myths to the contrary—
' : ?thvu a7 some of which unfortunately have been-accepled by certain per-

MY WAR WITHTHE CIA: sons on the American “left.” .
THE MEMOIRS OF PRINCE NORODOM SIHANOUK At time when there is no indication when the U.S. aggression
By Norodom Sihanouk as related to Wilred Burchett against Cambodia is going to end, the publication of Prince
Pantheon Br-ks, New York, 1973, 272 pages, $7.95 ‘Sihanoul's story could not b2 more appropriale. Bipgraphical

but this is

accounts are generally regar ed as seif-serv

Until the barbaric invasion of Cambodia by U.S. and Saigon  phasicaily a political story. Prince Sihenoul has faitaiully recounted
forces in April 1970, few people in America were familiar with the ¢pe nistory of his efforts to preserve Cambedia’s independence,
country. . . _ which has been at the reot of his haliefs for many decadas.

In part this was natural, for Cqmbosha was ‘?ChPSCd by the main 1t was these beliefs which enabled Sihanoulk, hand-picked as king
.lhrgs't of An.\erxc'z}n imperialism in Ij‘.(iO({hlnﬁ that was taking p}acc by the Freach colenialists, to increasingly oppose French
in neighboring Vietnam and 1.aos. But it also must be 1‘cc;ogmzcd coloniclism, to regist the intrusions of U.S. hwperizlism until he
that the Cambodian people and head of statc Prince Norodom  yas oyerthrovn and to confound Washington by deciaring he woul
Sihanouk were viclims of Western racism and ofiicially ].“S?‘“'ed fizht the Combodian traitors until the legitimate fevernment wes

_ U.S: lies u_mt dnsm§s§ed as no'thmg ‘t‘he lorw:gf' histery of the Cam- pégtsred in Phnom Penh, When Washinzton planned th overthrew
bodian nation and rxdz[culec} Prince Sikanouk's struggle Lo keep his ¢ Sihanouk, it must have asswmed that he would immediately
country neutral and free from the plague of imperialist war. retire Lo Lh2 Riveria or even if that was not his own inclination, that

m 1 O wne an an Taac! o 1nzeending of the des vintions s . : : 1 H
Cf)f‘)rft‘l was Or‘l_y',_“'? %{"‘“ﬁ”,ﬁ(?lft‘%"_%‘im‘ll}b 9‘ the COSCIPUONS. Ko would have no other choice for lack of popular support or in-
reserved for. Sihanouk by Western - writers who, either out of {ernational recornition
, ignorance or with deliberate intent, driew portraits of Sihanouk that  gihanouk ré‘atés the story of bis own education, in which French
L omitted the heart of the matter, the many years ¢f U.S. imperialist futelnce could not ersse deeply nurtured patriotism, that by his
intrigues against Cambodia and Sihanouk’s resistance to it. own admission Was GI‘ifi'}'—‘n”‘"f\m“\\"'l"t narrow. But }|~‘s cdiication
. . . - . . . llairows Ao H T~ A3 Lo TEY 1 « L0 e LU IS
Bul millions of Americans who were participaling in antiwar ..o qidad by the re"c:"o"'uj'y weench colonialists and American
) . ) A1t i . Vo .y B Gae J 1C. AWRI TS pa “hl 20N diiolo @ i £ 54
itrugg]_ca. even taough L.:.alo!e to pém“‘ ale (he smosesercen ?‘t. U.S. imperiaiism, which tried to make Cambodia their own instrument
ies and myths about Cambodia, began to perceive, if anly dimly, A, 3 ' e ; ’
v < by 4 v - letnamese wgista e which w ¥ ack ne the
that there must have been some wisdom behind the policies ‘of by the Visinamese resistance which was the bacxbene of tne
) Plzhcé <il qm”,“ who ma r‘ " dA'o , o: S h‘i‘ ;0‘L ““ o l[;; the :x o struggles against the French and the U.S., and by socialist coun-
%3 Sthanoux, W naded 10 Ket S miry oul' c awa Ll PR \ ! .
il o HEDUAR, B A ep his coun 3 A o tries, especinily China and the DRV, which treated Sihanouk and
while at the same time refusing to become Wasnington's PUpked OF Cambodia's policies with respect
N . il Gl o pOLCIc S50 .
to allow the U.S. to use Cambodia as a base for U.S. aggression *
against Vietnam and Lzos. . NOTHING SURPRISING
. . . ey .. . i i b (BIINANE |
Among Americans of geodwill, Sinanouk's policies gained [ur- 10 otrosne S in liaht of the ) s
cereet hooat L ennhlie of Vielnarm n retrospect, in the light of the story accurately recounted by
ther respect boecause the Denpoaralic Republic of Vietnam and the ¢ip. o e b s T e
e T tborn N e A . Sihancuk. there should have been nothing surprising in the fact tha
National' Liberation Front of South Vietnam (and later the King . W Y et wrargaaiives and
S Deealntionary Governme: et crt T the once-King, who had forever renounced royal prerogatives ana
Provisional Revelutionary Government) developed harmoniols 1 Tocicod for little foreizn “aid,’ immediately ci ho o P
e Thpir nelehbor and resrected Ca: . . wno asked for little foreizn “aid,” immediately €nosc the path of
relations with their neizhbor ana respecied Cambodian neutrality. o viooo1 Lesistance in prerogatives and who achad for lithe foreimn
\ . A wation sistance 20 sand v acked for ie foreigy
By contrast, the governmaents of the U.8. puppets in Szigon and the Caid ™ immediately chose Ih': Dq.}; O? I,C‘,,iQH;] o in' m:;, allbt{‘—"
. N . X ' . . . 1. Vineala 08 G pan 11 2318 C 1 4 ne
pro-U.S. regime in Bangkok followed the tead of their Washington p'(‘o""cc'«i\"c ﬂx‘dLre\'(\lu‘io'm'v NfO‘“('(,S of (“"1":1 odia o i
5 N P R . 1Q  intelmeed a0aing . iy IFOLress an Vo3 Aar} e LAnbodda. :
mentors and together with the U5, ]‘?t"'gl'ed against ’(Lm‘lbm..;u_) Before being forced by the Nixon administration to embark on
sovereignty and neutrality. That intyigue culminated in the CIA- 00 Legistance Sitomouts bad tricd Lo creste a popular ad .
insmired coup which deposed Sihanouk in March 1970 armed resistance, SHEROUs had it 0 creale & popuiar ad
e o A X T e et ministration with broad national participation. One of the main
From the time of the 1954 Geneva settlement, the U.S., SRIBON L ntens with this effort was the U.S attempt to undermine it by
and Banghok encroackhed on Cambodia’s soverciznly: Border 1r o e BB b e /o BULETIPE L0 LR o
, e I, S elgnly: borGer 1« g «economic” aid that. promoted reactionary forces and the
regions were bombed by the U.8. and Saigon; Thai and Ssigon .
troons made ground incursions into Cambodia, falsely claiming
sepmoents of Cambodian territory; the U.S., Saigon and Bangkek
engaged in ceonomio warfare against Camnbodia; and the Cla and
its hired mercenaries plotted against Sihanouk, more {han once
marking thhe Cambodian leader for death.
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Some of these truths had begun to penctrate the fog of CIA-

obscurantism by the time of the 1970 G.S.-Saigen invasion of

Cambodia, Thus when the U.S.-Saigon aggression occurred it was

met on two fronts, both totally unexpected by the architects of U.S.

imperialism. The lwo froats were the horoic and suceessiul

resistance by the Ca Hove 3, DD 0

‘strength to the present u:g, and ﬁ?ﬁ:ﬁﬁaﬁg‘%ﬂ%ﬂmﬁ;rl-C'A'RDPSS'M35°R°°0200030033-5

anlivir reaistance in America, one of the finer chapiers of a
o e 4 often [oited o Yve
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